Conventional techniques for assessing the knowledge and clinical competence of undergraduate medical students are widely acknowledged as being unsatisfactory. We introduced an objective structured clinical examination (OSCE) for our fourth year medical students at the end of their accident and emergency (A&E) medicine attachment.
Multiple choice questionnaire (MCQ)
A multiple choice questionnaire consisting of 20, three-part questions with a true or false response was used. The incorrect answers were marked negatively.
Subjective assessment
The students were marked subjectively by two of their teachers on the basis of attendance, work presented to the group and performance of clinical work in the department. A score to a maximum of 10 was awarded. All students were marked by the same two teachers who had had regular contact with the students and were blind to the results of the other assessments. A mean mark was calculated from the two results and multiplied by 10 to allow comparison with the data from the OSCE and MCQ assessments.
Feedback
The students were asked informally for their opinions on the differing methods of assessment. The views of the examiners were also obtained. 
Analysis
The marks obtained by the students in each form of assessment were compared by calculating correlation coefficients and testing these for significance.
RESULTS
A total of 27, 4th year medical students completed all three forms of assessment. The correlation of results is shown in Figs 3, 4 and 5 and the calculated correlation coefficients and the levels of significance in Table 1 .
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